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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-23 are presented for examination. 



Specification 



2. 



The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 



Paragraph 25 line 6 refers to "Utility Search Field 120", previously 122, reference 
number 120 is the main screen. 

Paragraph 25 line 8 refers to "Plant Search Field 122", previously 124. 
Paragraph 25 line 9 refers to "Active Plant search field 124", previously 126. 
Paragraph 25 lines 14-15 refers to "Data Search field 126", previously 127. 
Paragraph 28 line 14 refers to "Ahead/Behind field 166", previously 168. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

3. The examiner has provided a number of examples of the specification deficiencies in the 
above, however, the list of deficiencies may not be all inclusive. Applicant should refer to these 
as examples of deficiencies and should make all the necessary corrections to eliminate the 
specification objections. 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 



requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 1 1 and 13-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The language of the claim raises a question as to 
whether the claim is directed merely to an abstract idea that is not tied to a technological art, 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



4. 



35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 
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environment or machine which would result in a practical application producing a concrete, 
useful and tangible result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101. 
Simply stated the method does not require the use of an apparatus. As written, the claimed 
method could be carried out by an individual looking to see if the power plant was operating, 
storing information they observed in their own memory, remembering the information later to 
tell someone else. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1, 7, 11, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Jenkins et al (U.S. Pat 5,684,718). The claimed invention reads on Jenkins et al as follows: 

Jenkins et al discloses (claim 1) a system for maintaining power plant outage data 
(figures 2a, 2b, col. 4 lines 26-28, examiners considers day 4, 13 and 20 to indicate outage 
information), comprising a user interface configured for receiving outage data (reference number 
18, col. 2 lines 63-65, receives and displays outage data), a database for storing the received 
outage data (col. 3 lines 24-38) and a controller for controlling the generation of output data 
based upon the stored outage data (col. 3 lines 34-38), (claim 7) further comprising a local 
storage device for storing at least some of the outage data (reference number 14, col. 2 lines 41- 
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51), (claim 1 1) a method for maintaining power plant outage data (figure 2a, 2b, col. 4 lines 26- 
28), comprising receiving outage data input by a user (reference number 18, col. 2 lines 63-65), 
storing the received outage data for subsequent access (col. 3 lines 24-38) and generating output 
outage data based upon the stored outage data (col. 3 lines 34-38), (claim 15) further comprising 
automatically storing outage task duration data for separate access by a user (figures 2a, 2b, 
indicate duration) and (claim 16) further comprising performing a search of the stored outage 
data based upon user search criteria (col. 2 lines 63-65, col. 3 lines 17-23, col. 4 lines 45-49, 
operator observation is searching for a trend). Examiner would like to point out that any 
reference to specific figures, columns and lines should not be considered limiting in any way, the 
entire reference is considered to provide disclosure relating to the claimed invention. 

8. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 15 and 17-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Hayashi et al (U.S. Pat 6,691,065). The claimed invention reads on Hayashi et al 
as follows: 

(claim 1) a system (figure 1) for maintaining power plant outage data (figure 3 receives 
and stores, col. 3 lines 48-58, col. 6 line 66 - col. 7 line 12), comprising a user interface 
configured for receiving outage data (service center reference number 1), a database for storing 
the received outage data (col. 7 lines 1-22) and a controller for controlling the generation of 
output data based upon the stored outage data (reference numbers 19-23 and 25, col. 9 lines 44- 
48, col. 12 lines 15-21, col. 15 lines 14-16, 55-58 etc.), (claim 2) wherein the controller is 
configured to automatically generate outage reports based upon search criteria from a user (col. 7 
line 65 - col. 8 line 12, maintenance plan considered outage report, planned outages), (claim 4) 
wherein the database is configured for access via an intranet (reference number 6 could be an 
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intranet) and further comprising a second database for storing the received outage data and 
configured for access via an internet (col. 6 lines 54-57), (claim 5) wherein the outage data stored 
within the database is configured for access on a task by task basis (col. 7 lines 26-35), (claim 7) 
further comprising a local storage device for storing at least some of the outage data (col. 6 lines 
54-57), (claim 9) wherein the user interface is configured to include a plurality of input fields to 
receive the outage data (figure 4), (claim 1 1) a method for maintaining power plant outage data 
(col. 3 line 59 - col. 4 line 1 1), comprising receiving outage data input by a user (col. 7 lines 13- 
36), storing the received outage data for subsequent access (col. 7 lines 1-22), and generating 
output outage data based upon the stored outage data (col. 8 lines 4-12, col. 9 lines 44-48, col. 12 
lines 15-21 etc.), (claim 13) wherein the step of generating output outage data comprises 
generating an outage report based upon a user defined search and providing outage data on a task 
by task basis (col. 7 line 65 - col. 8 line 12, maintenance plan and long term operational plan), 
(claim 15) further comprising automatically storing outage task duration data for separate access 
by a user (col. 7 line 26-36), (claim 17) further comprising limiting access to at least some of the 
stored outage data (reference number 11, firewall, col. 6 lines 61-65), (claim 18) a method for 
maintaining power plant outage data for access by a user (service center 1), the method 
comprising accessing a web based user interface configured to allow for searching of stored 
outage data (figure 1, web/internet based, databases of service center are searched for the 
development of the long term operational and maintenance plans), entering search criteria using 
the web based user interface for searching the stored outage data (databases searched for plan 
development), and receiving search results based upon user input search criteria (plan 
developed), (claim 19) wherein the user interface is configured to provide predetermined search 
fields (figure 4, fields), (claim 20) wherein the step of receiving comprises displaying the search 
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results (figures 4-6, 1 1, 15, 16 are accessed and provided to service center), (claim 21) further 
comprising providing the search results on a task by task basis (col 7 lines 26-35), (claim 22, 23) 
wherein the step of accessing comprises using an intranet/internet to access the stored outage 
data (reference number 6)., Examiner would like to point out that any reference to specific 
figures, columns and lines should not be considered limiting in any way, the entire reference is 
considered to provide disclosure relating to the claimed invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



10. Claims 3, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hayashi et al 
(U.S. Pat 6,691,065) in view of Sumic et al (U.S. Pat 6,259,972). 
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Hayashi et al teaches most all of the instant invention as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 
above. Hayashi et al fails to teach wherein the controller is configured to generate emails 
providing outage report summaries for automatic transmission to a predetermined list of users. 

Sumic et al teaches a method for processing and disseminating outage information to 
selected recipients and subscribers (abstract) via an electronic message (col 5 lines 35 - col. 9 
line 5). 

Hayashi et al and Sumic et al are analogous art because they are both related to power 
generation and monitoring. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the messaging of Sumic et al in the system for collecting data 
of Hayashi et al because Sumic et al teaches that by improving message delivery mechanisms, 
the system assists in keeping interested parties informed of current outage information (col. 3 
lines 1-15). 

1 1 . Claims 6 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hayashi 
et al (U.S. Pat 6,691,065) in view of Dceda et al (U.S. Pub 2001/0056335). 

Hayashi et al teaches most all of the instant invention as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 
above. Hayashi et al fails to teach wherein the user interface is configured for receiving search 
criteria from a user to perform a search for outage data within the database. 

Dceda et al teaches wherein a user interface is configured for receiving search criteria 
from a user to perform a search for outage data within a database (paragraphs 30, 64, 66). 

Hayashi et al and Ikeda et al are analogous art because they are both related to remote 
monitoring of power plants. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the database searching of Ikeda et al in the system for 
collecting data of Hayashi et al because Ikeda al teaches a substantial improvement in equipment 
availability factor, simultaneous monitoring and diagnosis of multiple sites, and multiple units at 
a center decreases the number of persons in charge on the user and manufacturer sides. Also, the 
system allows quick actions to be taken to solve a problem (paragraph 60). 

12. Claims 8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hayashi 
et al (U.S. Pat 6,691,065) in view of Juneau (U.S. Pub 2004/0015271). 

Hayashi et al teaches most all of the instant invention as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 
above. Hayashi et al also teaches a schedule optimizer (reference number 25) but fails to teach 
determining best in class. 

Juneau teaches A system according to claim 52 wherein said server system is configured 
to determine at least one of a desired facility out of all available power generating facilities and 
print relevant information regarding the desired facility ("desired" considered to be "best in 
class", claim 63). 

Hayashi et al and Juneau are analogous art because they are both related to power plant 
evaluation. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the best in class determination of Juneau in the system for 
collecting data of Hayashi et al because Juneau teaches a dynamic system which utilizes web and 
intranet-based databases along with internal databases to analyze and evaluate power generating 
assets utilizing a strategic decision model. The system receives facility information and provides 
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various management reports that provide operational details and recommendations to 
management for a selected power generating asset (paragraph 6). 

13. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hayashi et al 
(U.S. Pat 6,691,065) in view of Tran (U.S. Pat 5,991,742). 

Hayashi et al teaches most all of the instant invention as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 
above. Hayashi et al fails to teach wherein the user interface is configured for display to provide 
user input screens for inputting the outage data. 

Tran teaches a user interface configured for display, to provide user input screens for 
inputting data (figure 1, abstract). 

Hayashi et al and Tran are analogous art because they are both related to real time data 
logging. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize a data entry device of Tran in the system for collecting data of 
Hayashi et al because Tran teaches an improved data logger that avoids errors related to incorrect 
data entries by a user (col. 3 lines 7-22) and provides an accurate logging of time related events 
(col. 3 lines 23-45). 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Frantz et al (U.S. Pub 2002/0193969) teaches a web based system and method for 
monitoring power plants. 



Application/Control Number: 10/065,863 



Page 10 



Art Unit: 2125 

Ghanime (U.S. Pat 6,591,296) - teaches a notification system that sends an email 
triggered by a particular event. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul L Rodriguez whose telephone number is (703) 305-7399. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 6:00 - 4:30 T-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Leo P Picard can be reached on (703) 308-0538. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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